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The protection of our children from neglect and abuse is a 
pressing societal concern. The law of the State, as reflected in Sec- 
tion 1042 of the Family Court Act and the manner in which Appellate 
Courts have interpreted this Section, have, however, laid a limit to 
that concern. The limit is that ultimate limit of due process, and it is 
that the removal of a child from the parent cannot and should not 
happen without all the protections and rights that our society affords. 
It is rightly the law of this State that our children can and should not, 
in the absence of proof offered and contested by all parties, be re- 
moved. It is, then, a tribute to the continued vitality of our common 
law system, and the rights of the individual, that though money may 
be taken, and property taken, without contest, our children cannot. 
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